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Reconsideration and allowance of Claims 1-12 38 41 a „n a* 
application are respectfully requested. Calms 1 and 38 have b ***** 
and it is believed that the am^ , , 660 amended above 

allowance. ame ^ments place the subject claims in condition for 

First Re|gr*;o„ t i^er 35 USC 

Claims 1-5. 7-9. 38-41. and 46 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as 
unpatentable over US 6 1 39 fi7* *~ n„ . . ( ' 

to Rudlsil, e, at (Rud^n Z I (DrUeCke> VfeW * US 5 ' 885 .*» 

„rth= • J Examiner offers Druecke as teaching water-based 

ad h e However, the reference does no. teach water-based JLZZL 
at IWft as reefed in amended tedependen, Caims 1 and 36. Support in be 

n«a> or k ■ M n<wve. One of the requirements to establish a prima facie 

o»e of obviousness is ma, al, tee w*. o, me Calm nuts, be tough, by tee 
references singly or combined and this has no, been accomplished 

steuchT 6 TT™ aUm " S ^ DrUeCke dTOS n0t a sPeomo nonwoven 
Rudlam ,ha, wouid cure tee deficiency as to the amendmen, of Cairns 1 and 38 

resoe I n ^ ^ esfab " shed a » ri ™ ** oase of obviousness and ft Is 

respectfully requested ,ha, the rejection be withdrawn. 

Second Rejection I l n d er 38 I ISO < no 

Claims 1-5. 7-12, 38-39. and 46 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as 
unpatentable over US 5.415.S25 to Austin a, al. (Austfn) in view of US 4. 88 457 to 
Crenshaw et al. (Crenshaw) and US 5.681,645 to Strack et al (Strack) 

The Examiner considers that the spunbond/meltolown/spunbond (SMS) 
stfuctore of Austin suggests ,he claimed etouctote because ,he M spunbond layer 
conges to toe caimed spunbond ,ayer and me additJona, spunbond layer and 
meltolown iayer conetate to the claimetf second layer. SMS fabrics are we,, known 
and Auson nterely discloses one of tee meteods for forming such a speotfic 
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layer composite and does not suggest the claimed multi-layer sheet. Moreover, as 
the Examiner admits, Austin does not suggest a water-based adhesive. 

The Examiner offers Crenshaw for teaching water-based adhesives. 
However, as noted in the Background of the subject specification, Crenshaw 
discloses that the latex binder is dried and cured using heated rolls. In fact, 
Crenshaw discloses at column 5, lines 5-6 that the latex bindera remain tacky at Jow 
temperatures. This is directly opposite to the adhesives recited in the amended 
claims 1 and 38. Because all the limitations of the subject claims are not disclosed or 
suggested, a prima facie case of obviousness is not established. 

The Examiner offers Strack as teaching that the claimed spunbond fiber has 
an average diameter no greater than about 8 microns. However, Strack does not 
cure the deficiencies of Austin and Strack as noted above. 

The Examiner has not established a prima facie case of obviousness, and it is 
respectfully requested that the rejection be withdrawn. 

Third Rejection Under 35 USC 103 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as unpatentable over Druecke and 
Rudisill. as applied to claim 1 and further in view of US 5,010,165 to Pruett et al. 
(Pruett). 

Pruett fails to overcome the deficiencies presented above as to Druecke and 
Rudisill; therefore, it is respectfully requested that the rejection be withdrawn. 

Fourth Rejection Under 35 USC 103 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as unpatentable over Austin, Strack, 
and Crenshaw as applied to claim 1 and further in view of Pruett. 

Pruett fails to overcome the deficiencies presented above as to Austin, Strack. 
and Crenshaw; therefore, it is respectfully requested that the rejection be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

It is believed that the foregoing rs a complete response to the subject Office 
Action. Applicants believe that ail rejections have been overcome and that the 
instant claims are now in condition for allowance. If any matters remain for 
resolution, please contact the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 



FREDERICK D. STRICKLAND 

ATTORNEY FOR APPLICANT 
Registration No.: 39,041 
Telephone: (302) 892-7940 
Facsimile: (302) 892-7343 



Dated: September 22. 2006 
FDS:fgl 
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